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APPENDIX C.
alleged by Professor Tait consistently with> his other doctrine, the Beviewer quotes, as though it disposed of my question, Professor Tait's statement that " as the properties of matter might have been suth as to render a totally different set of laws axiomatic, these laws [of motion] must le considered as resting on convictions drawn from observation and experiment, and not on intuitive perception" Whereupon I inquired how Professor Tait knows that "the*pro-perties of matter might have been " other than they are. I asked how it happened that his intuition concerning things as they are not, is so certain that, by inference from it, he discredits our intuitions concerning things as they are ..................
3. Further, I asked how it h'app ened that Professor Tait accepted as bases for Physics, Newton's Laws of Motion ; which were illustrated but not proved by Newton, and of which no proofs are supplied by Professor Tait, in the Treatise on Natural Philosophy. I went on to examine what conceivable a posteriori warrant there could be if there
No reply: Professor Tait told, & propos of my question, a story of which no one could discover the application; but, otherwise, declined to answer. Nor was any answer given by his disciple.